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This again was the outcome of converging
elements. One is the obvious strategical
reason: France had to man four fronts,
while Germany had one. The Germans*
numerical superiority in aircraft and tanks
was multiplied by the fact that they were
able to assemble all their hammering weapons
on one front only, while France had to dis-
perse her much inferior air force and
motorised units over three continents. The
advantage of the " inner line " which is the
result of Germany's geographical position
in the centre of Europe (and the counterpart
to her vulnerability to the blockade) was
thus strikingly demonstrated. It coincided,
as we have already noted, with the absence
of an Eastern front. Not only had France
abandoned Czechoslovakia, but Russia had
broken with the Western Powers and as a
consequence Poland had been crushed by
Germany within a short time. That the
Nazis were able with staggering blows to
crush France, too, in six weeks3 time, they
owed to the non-existence of an Eastern
opponent. This Hitler owes to Stalin.1
1 It is argued in defence of Moscow's policy that
the French bourgeoisie had clearly demonstrated its
dislike of Russia, which is true, and that Stalin had
rightly foreseen both its weakness and its treachery;
therefore he was justified in not throwing in his lot